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REMARKS 

Applicant respectfully requests rec^idmtion of the subject application in 
light of these remarks mid the amendments detailed above. Claims 1, 2, 1 5, 19-21, 
25, 36, 39, 48-49, 52, 55, and 57 have been amended without prcjndice. Ab a 
result, claim* 1-57 remain pending. The amendments to the claims have been 
made in on effort to expedite the prosecution of Oils matter, without limiting Hie 
scope 0 r (he invention, and only in an eflbrt to impart precision lu die claims (eg., 
by more particularly pointing out the invention, rather than to avoid prior art). No 
new matter is believed to have been introduced hereby. 

Objections 

The disclosure is objected to because of the absence of "a" in line 20 of pa B e 
5. This objection has been addressed as detailed above by amending the appropriate 
paragraph to make this typographical change. 

Claims 2, 1 9, 20, and 48 are objected to for various informalities. In response, 
these claims have been amended to make typographical changes- Accordingly, it is 
respectfully submitted that all outstanding objections are moot 

Claims 25-35 

Claims 25 and 27 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) over Nicolai et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 4,188.580, hereinafter "Nicolai"). Claims 26, 29, and 32-35 are 
rejected under 35 U-S.C:. §103(a) over Nicolai in view of the Microsoft Press 
Computer Dictionary, 3"' ed. Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) over 
Nicolai in view ot Hogan (U;S. Patent No. 6,047,069, Ivrreinafter "Hogan"). Claim 
30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § HI3(a) over Nicolai in view of Marzaku (U.S. Patent 

in ATTomiFvnnrcm'wi.M.st.gnj!) 

VfUINa.CMK7.47t 

laiwsDToOfBOE Acnov townfctrai iu v». urn 

PAGE 20127 1 RCVD AT 4/2612004 4:10:22 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:USPT0-EFXRF-1/1 * DNIS:8729306 * CSID:3035390271 * DURATION (mm-ss):05*30 



10 

II 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

K> 

21 



RPR 26 2004 14:14 FR LEE AND HAYES -PLLC 3035390271 TO 17038729306 



P. 21/27 



to 

i 

i 

13 
14 
lb 
16 

18 

20 
?1 
22 



2$ 



No. 6,57A145, hereinafter "MarTahn"). Claim 31 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C 
§103(a) over Nicolai in view of Schneier (Applied Cryptography). 

As amended, claim 25, in part, recites "passim 0m scorn* key on a separate 
channel fam ft* scrambled content." Nicolai tails to teach or disclose the claimed 
carnation of features .uch « set for* in the ip«U claim 25. For example, 
Nicolai appears to utilize a same channel for its coimwrdcation (sec, e.g., item 39 of 
Fig. 1). Accordingly, claim 25 h distinguishable over Ihe cited art and is in conditio 
for allowance. 

Claims 26-32 which stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) over Nicolai in 
view of other cited references (as detailed above) depend from claim 25 and should 
be allowable for similar reasons, or for the additional or alternative dements that are. 
recited therein hut not shown in the cited prior art. More particularly. Microsoft Press 
Computer Dictionary, 3 rf ed., is cited for Hie definition of amplitude modulation, 
Hugan is cited for scrambling and descramblnig content respectively aOw and bctore 
processing. Margin is cited tor driver encryption, and Schneier is cited for key- 
^yption keys. These other references, however, fail to add any teachings to 
Nicolai that would lo«etlicr teach or suggest passim; the second key on a separate 
channel from the sorarabled content 

Claim* 52-54 

Claim 52 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. 8102(c) over Shepard (U.S. Potent 
No. 6,598,164, hereinafter "Shepard"). Claims S3 and 54 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. §103(a) over Shepard in view of Nicolai and the Microsoft Press Computer 
Dictionary, 3™ 1 ed. 
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allowance . 

Gaum 53 and 54 depend from claim 52 *nd should allo»nble for smul* 

. for d* or elm***** - «— <— " "« 

3^ ^ Niw l»-=^*»^« S ™» b,e! ' toMbyaM, * FMdW 
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teachings to Shspard dnd would together teacta or fluggect processing the scrambled 

omltat to modify the scrambled wutot 



Claims 1-14 

CM. 1. 0. 5. S, .0, 1 " stand a+ctf under 35 U.S.C. 5.03(a) ova 
^Heanfs AM Prior « in *. of Ho S »n (U.S. M No. 6 W .69, 
"Hoga,> CWm 3 is reject under 35 US.C. § 103(») over «Mk 
AM Prior * - view of He*-, and further in ,ie» of Sctaeie, CW» 4 . 
rejected ooder 35 U.3.C. «10SC<0 «- "*° iwa ^ "* * * 

"Nyslrorr."). Ctata « « rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103<a) over apples adrrdt<ed 
Prior .. k view of *|* (U.S. M* No- V»' .««. 
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herciuafter "BaO^laim 7 S i^ 8 re^ 

admitted prior art in view of Hogan, and further in view of Marsha. Claims 4, 9, 

and 1 1-1 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) over applicant's admitted prior art in 

view of Hogan, and further in view of Nicolai. 

The amended claim 1, in part, recites that "the processing tools modify the 

scrambled content " Hogan is cited for teaching processing date while it is encrypted. 
Hogan, however, only perform* error correction (see, e*. Fig. 7 and lines 7-30 of 
column 5) which does not neceasarily modify any of Hogan's data prior to 
unscrambling (such as claimed in part by claim 1). The other cited referent also 
fd l t0 supplement Hogan to teach or w* the processing tools modifying the 
scrambled content. Accordingly, the. Preferences, alone or in combination, fail* 
to teach, disclose, or suggest the claimed wmbinatior. of features such as set firth in 
the amended claim 1. Hence, claim 1 is condition for allowance. 

Claims 2-14 depend from claim 1 and should be allowable far similar 
reasons, or for the additional or alternative elements that are recited therein but not 
shown in the cited prior art. 

Claims 15-20 

Claims 15-17 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C §103(a) over Nicolai in view of 
the Microsoft Press Computer Dictionary, 3" 1 cd. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 
U.S.C. §103(a) over Nicolai in view of the Microsoft Press Computer Dictionary, i a 
ed. as applied to claim 15 and farther in view of Schneier. 

Claim 15, as amended, partially recites that the second key is "provided on a 
separate channel from the first key." As discussed above with reference to claim 25 
for example, Nicolai only utilizes a same channel. Moreover, Microsoft Press 
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Computer Dictionary, 3* ed., is died for the definition of amplitude modulation. 
This actional refers, however, fails to add any teachings to Nicolai that would 
together leach or suggest providm* the second key <m a separate channel from the 
fir,* key. Acoordingly, the combination of to cited references Mis to teach, disclose, 
or suggest the claimed combination of tenures such as set forth in the amended 

claim 15. Hence, it isr^^ 

Claims 16-18 depend from rfaixv, IS and ehould be allowable, for similar 
reasons, or for the additional or alternative elements that arc recited tWn but not 
shown b the cited prior ait. Moie particularly with respect to cla-m 1 8, Schneier is 
cited for caching kev-ewryrrtion toys which does not add any teachings to Ihe other 
cited references that would together teach or suggest providing the second key on a 
separate channel form the first key. 

Additionally, claims 19 and 20 have been amended to include similar 
recitations as claim 15. Accordingly, claims 19-20 should be allowable for similar 
reasons, or for me additional or alternative elements that are recited therein but not 
shown in the cited prior art 

Claims 21-24 and 55-57 

Claims 21-24 and 55-57 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) over Nicolai 
in view of uw Microsoft I'ress Computer Dictionary, 3 M crL 

Without limiting the scope of the invention and only in an effort to import 
precision to the claims (eg., by more particularly pointing out the invention, rather 
*an to avoid prior art), claim 21 Ivm teen amended to, in part, recite that the soocwid 
key is "provided on a separate channel from (lie first key." As discussed above with 
reference to claim 15 tor example, Nicolai only utilize* a same channel. 
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Furmermure, Microsoft Press Computer Dictionary, 3" 1 ed., is cited for the definition 
of amplitude modulation. Thi3 flddiW reference, however, Ouls tn add any 
teachings to Nicoloi that would together teach or surest providing the second key 
on a separate donncl trnm the first key. Auttrrfingly, the combination of the cited 
recces fails to teach, dolose, or suggest the el™** ordination of features 
auch as B et forth in the amended claim 21. Hence, claim 21 is condition for 
allowance. 

Claims 22-24 depend from claim 21 and should be allowable for similar 
reasons, or for the addition*! or alternative elements that are recited therein but not 

shown in the cilcd prior art 

As detailed above, similar amendments (as with claim 21) have been made to 
claims 55 and 57. Consequently, claims 55 and 57 should also be in condition for 
allowance £6r at least similar reasons, or for the additional or alternative elements 
that are reciled therein but not shown in the cited prior art Also, claim 56 which 
depends from claim 55 should be allowable for similar reasons, or for the additional 
or alternative dements that are recited thereiubirt not shown in the ched prior art. 

Claims 36-51 

Claims 36, 39-41 , 43-44, and 48-51 ore rejected wider 35 U.B.I 1 § 103(a) over 
Nicola! and Hogan m view Schneier. Claim* 37, 3M, and 47 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. §103(a) over Ni«>lai, Hogan, and Sohneier, and further in view of applicant's 
admitted prior art and Marzohn. Claim 42 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. §l03(a) over 
Nicoloi and Hogan in view Bae. Claims 45 and 46 stand rejected under 25 U.S.C. 
§103(a) over Nicolai, Hogan, and Sclincier in view Microsoft Press Computer 
Dictionary, 3 ,d ed. 
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A« detailed above, the intend** clam* 36, 39, and 49 (m amended), to 
part, recite that "the jessing modifies the scnmibled content" As discussed above 
with Terence to claim 1 tor example, Ho**, however, only performs error 
action (which docs not modify Hogan's data). The other cited references are 
cited for various other teaching but fell to add any teachings lhat would in 
combination teach or suggest that the processing modifies the scrambled content 
Accordingly, the combination of (he cited references fails to teach, disclose, or 
suggest the claimed combination of features such as set forth in the amended claims 
36, 39, and 49. Hence, claims 36, 39, and 49 are condition for allowance 

Claims 37-38, 40-47, and 50-51 respectively depend torn claims 36, 39, and 
49, and should be allowable for ainular reasons, or for the additional or alternative 
elements that arc recited therein but not shown in the cited prior art. 

Additionally, claim 48 has been amended to include aimilar recitations a* 
claim 39. Accordingly, olaim 48 should be. allowable for similar realms, or for the 
additional or alternative ri emcnta that are recited therein hut not shown in (he cited 
prior art. 
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Conclusion 

Rrronsideration and allowance of all claims is respectfully requested. The 
Exonto is urged to telephone the undersigned if that would expedite P ««ecution of 



the application. 
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Doled: 
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Respectfully Submitted, 



Hy: 




Keg. No. 45,' 
303.m0265eKt.240 
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